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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

.1 . Applicant's amendment filed 05 March 2007 amends claim 1. Claims 31-34, 38, and 39 
have been cancelled. Claims 45-58 have been added. Applicant's amendment has been fully 
considered and entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 05 March 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that Vinson et al. is not 102(e) prior art because Vinson et al. "was 
not granted a patent prior to the invention by the applicant." This argument is not persuasive 
because 102(e) requires that "the invention was described in .. . (2) a patent grated on an 
application for patent by another FILED in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent." Vinson et al. is clearly 102(e) prior art since the granted patent (US 
6,453,334) was filed for on 16 June 1998, which is before applicant's filing date of 01 May 
2001. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b). by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-3, 10-12, 19, 25, 35-37, 40-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Vinson, U.S. Patent No. 6,453,334. Referring to claims 1,10, Vinson discloses a 
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method and apparatus to allow remotely located computer programs to be accessed on a local 
computer using a network file system that simulates a local drive on a client computer (Col. 1, 
lines 13-24 & Col. 2 5 lines 37-43), which meets the limitation of providing a network file system 
on a client. The user uses their web browser to navigate a web site, and clicks on link indicating 
a target program listed on a web page (Col. 5, lines 40-42). The link points to the index file for 
that target program. (Col. 5, lines 42-43). The web browser initiates retrieval of the index file, 
and based on the MIME type for the index file, knows that the index file should be downloaded 
to the client machine and the client agent started with the location of the index file given as an 
argument to the client agent (Col. 5, lines 43-52). When authenticated the FSD will add a newly 
created process to its list of processes that can access the files referenced by the index file (Col. 
7, lines 28-37). All file operations are handled by the FSD, which downloads, caches, 
decompresses, and decrypts the pieces of the program as needed (Col. 7, lines 47-50), which 
meets the limitation of wherein said network file system handles and forwards requests from 
streaming enabled local processes on said client that are directed at streaming software files 
located on said server. A deathwatch thread waits for a timeout when the time allowed for the 
process to access the program expires (Col. 8, lines 22-25), which meets the limitation of 
wherein said network file system examines said requests, and either grants or denies each of said 
requests depending on whether the request is justifiable from a security perspective by using 
information such as the history of previous access by the streaming enabled process. 
Furthermore, requests for access to the program are examined to see if the current process ID 
associated with the request is not in the process access list in the specified program descriptor 
block, and access is denied (Col. 14, lines 33-37), which meets the limitation of the nature of the 
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originating streaming enabled process. For requests that contain a path, access will be granted to 
each top level directory in which the corresponding program descriptor block contains the 
current process ID in it's process access list (Col. 14, lines 42-46), which meets the limitation of 
providing a network redirector component of said network file system. Requests that do not 
contain a path are handled on a case-by-case manner (Col. 14, lines 52-53), which meets the 
limitation of wherein said network redirector component makes visible to said network file 
system, a path that represents the server where said streaming software files are stored. 

Referring to claims 2, 1 1, Vinson discloses that the FSD is called via a dispatch routine, 
which indicates that the newly created process is to be given access to the target program 
specified by the index file (Col. 7, lines 28-31), which meets the limitation of said network file 
system registers dispatch routines with the client operating system that handle zero or more 
common file operations selected from the group consisting of open, read, write, and close; 
wherein a dispatch routine examines a file request and decides whether to grant or deny said file 
request. All operations are handled by the FSD, which downloads, caches, decompresses, and 
decrypts the pieces of the program. as needed (Col. 7, lines 47-49 & Col. 13, lines 41-59), which 
meets the limitation of if said file request is granted then said dispatch routine forwards said file 
request to said server and sends back said server's response to said client operating system. 

Referring to claims 3, 12, Vinson discloses that the user uses their web browser to 
navigate a web site, and clicks on link indicating a target program listed on a web page (Col. 5, 
lines 40-42). The link points to the index file for that target program. (Col. 5, lines 42-43). The 
web browser initiates retrieval of the index file, and based on the MIME type for the index file, 
knows that the index file should be downloaded to the client machine and the client agent started 
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with the location of the index file given as an argument to the client agent (Col. 5, lines 43-52), 
which meets the limitation of when a local streaming enabled process on said client makes a file 
request for a streaming software file on said server. Dispatch routines are used by the FSD to 
receive information about the requested target file (Col. 6, lines 3-58), which meets the limitation 
of said client operating system calls a dispatch routine with said file request. 

Referring to claims 19, 25, Vinson discloses a method and apparatus to allow remotely 
located computer programs to be accessed on a local computer using a network file system that 
simulates a local drive on a client computer (Col. 1, lines 13-24 & Col. 2, lines 37-43). which 
meets the limitation of providing a network file system on a client. The user uses their web 
browser to navigate a web site, and clicks on link indicating a target program listed on a web 
page (Col. 5, lines 40-42). The link points to the index file for that target program. (Col. 5, lines 
42-43). The web browser initiates retrieval of the index file, and based on the MIME type for the 
index file, knows that the index file should be downloaded to the client machine and the client 
agent started with the location of the index file given as an argument to the client agent (Col. 5, 
lines 43-52). When authenticated the FSD will add a newly created process to its list of processes 
that can access the files referenced by the index file (Col. 7, lines 28-37). All file operations are 
handled by the FSD, which downloads, caches, decompresses, and decrypts the pieces of the 
program as needed (Col. 7, lines 47-50), which meets the limitation of wherein said network file 
system handles and forwards requests from streaming enabled local processes on said client that 
are directed at streaming software files located on said server. A deathwatch thread waits for a 
timeout when the time allowed for the process to access the program expires (Col. 8, lines 22- 
25), which meets the limitation of wherein said network file system examines said requests, and 
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either grants or denies each of said requests depending on whether the request is justifiable from 
a security perspective by using information such as the history of previous access by the 
streaming enabled process. Furthermore, requests for access to the program are examined to see 
if the current process ID associated with the request is not in the process access list in the 
specified program descriptor block, and access is denied (Col. 14, lines 33-37), which meets the 
limitation of the nature of the originating streaming enabled process. Vinson discloses that the 
FSD is called via a dispatch routine, which indicates that the newly created process is to be given 
access to the target program specified by the index file (Col. 7, lines 28-31), which meets the 
limitation of said network file system registers dispatch routines with the client operating system 
that handle zero or more common file operations selected from the group consisting of open, 
read, write, and close; wherein a dispatch routine examines a file request and decides whether to 
grant or deny said file request. All operations are handled by the FSD, which downloads, caches, 
decompresses, and decrypts the pieces of the program as needed (Col. 7, lines 47-49 & Col. 13, 
lines 41-59), which meets the limitation of a dispatch routine examines a file request and decides 
whether to grant or deny said file request, and wherein if said file request is granted, then said 
dispatch routine allows the requested operation to proceed. 

Referring to claim 40, Vinson discloses that all file operations are handled by the FSD, 
which downloads, caches, decompresses, and decrypts the pieces of the program as needed (Col. 
7, lines 47-50). which meets the limitation of wherein said network file system handles and 
forwards requests from streaming enabled local processes on said client that are directed at 
streaming software files located on said server. A deathwatch thread waits for a timeout when the 
time allowed for the process to access the program expires (Col. 8, lines 22-25), Furthermore, 
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requests for access to the program are examined to see if the current process ID associated with 
the request is not in the process access list in the specified program descriptor block, and access 
is denied (Col. 14, lines 33-37). For requests that contain a path, access will be granted to each 
top level directory in which the corresponding program descriptor block contains the current 
process ID in it's process access list (Col. 14, lines 42-46), which meets the limitation of 
providing information relating to one or more remote locations where streaming software files 
are stored, determining whether an originating process that is making said requests for access is a 
trusted process, whether a history of previous requests for access made by said originating 
process exhibits a pre-determined pattern of piracy, and whether a section of said streaming 
software files that is being requested is a critical section that requires protection from piracy. 

Referring to claims 35-37, Vinson discloses a method and apparatus to allow remotely 
located computer programs to be accessed on a local computer using a network file system that 
simulates a local drive on a client computer (Col. 1, lines 13-24 & Col. 2, lines 37-43). The user 
uses their web browser to navigate a web site, and clicks on link indicating a target program 
listed on a web page (Col. 5, lines 40-42). The link points to the index file for that target 
program. (Col. 5, lines 42-43). The web browser initiates retrieval of the index file, and based on 
the MIME type for the index file, knows that the index file should be downloaded to the client 
machine and the client agent started with the location of the index file given as an argument to 
the client agent (Col. 5, lines 43-52). When authenticated the FSD will add a newly created 
process to its list of processes that can access the files referenced by the index file (Col. 7, lines 
28-37). All file operations are handled by the FSD, which downloads, caches, decompresses, and 
decrypts the pieces of the program as needed (Col. 7, lines 47-50), which meets the limitation of 
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a processing device for processing a request for access to streaming software files stored on at 
least one server system that is remote from said processing device. A deathwatch thread waits for 
a timeout when the time allowed for the process to access the program expires (Col. 8, lines 22- 
25), which meets the limitation of wherein said processing device comprises a component that 
determines whether to grant requests for access to said streaming software files based on whether 
an originating process that is making said requests for access is a trusted process, whether a 
history of previous requests for access made by said originating process exhibits a pre- 
determined pattern of piracy, and whether a section of said streaming software files that is being 
requested is a critical section that requires protection from piracy. Furthermore, requests for 
access to the program are examined to see if the current process ID associated with the request is 
not in the process access list in the specified program descriptor block, and access is denied (Col. 
14, lines 33-37). For requests that contain a path, access will be granted to each top level 
directory in which the corresponding program descriptor block contains the current process ID in 
it's process access list (Col. 14, lines 42-46). Requests that do not contain a path are handled on a 
case-by-case manner (Col. 14, lines 52-53), which meets the limitation of a redirector component 
that is associated with said processing device for informing said processing device of one or 
more locations in which said streaming software files are stored. 

Referring to claim 41, Vinson discloses that all file operations are handled by the FSD, 
which downloads, caches, decompresses, and decrypts the pieces of the program as needed (Col. 
7, lines 47-50) ; which meets the limitation of wherein said network file system handles and 
forwards requests from streaming enabled local processes on said client that are directed at 
streaming software files located on said server. A deathwatch thread waits for a timeout when the 



Application/Control Number: 09/847,813 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2132 

time allowed for the process to access the program expires (Col. 8, lines 22-25). Furthermore, 
requests for access to the program are examined to see if the current process ID associated with 
the request is not in the process access list in the specified program descriptor block, and access 
is denied (Col. 14, lines 33-37). For requests that contain a path, access will be granted to each 
top level directory in which the corresponding program descriptor block contains the current 
process ID in it's process access list (Col. 14, lines 42-46). Vinson discloses that the FSD is 
called via a dispatch routine, which indicates that the newly created process is to be given access 
to the target program specified by the index file (Col. 7, lines 28-31), which meets the limitation 
of means for examining a request for access to said streaming software files, and means for 
determining whether said requests can be granted based on whether an originating process that is 
making said requests for access is a trusted process, that a history of previous requests for access 
made by said originating process lacks a pre-determined pattern of piracy or that a section of said 
streaming software files that is being requested is a non-critical section, a means for forwarding 
said request to a corresponding remote server that is responsible for serving said streaming 
software files. 

Referring to claim 42-44, Vinson discloses that all file operations are handled by the 
FSD. which downloads, caches, decompresses, and decrypts the pieces of the program as needed 
(Col. 7. lines 47-50). A deathwatch thread waits for a timeout when the time allowed for the 
process to access the program expires (Col. 8, lines 22-25).- Furthermore, requests for access to 
the program are examined to see if the current process ID associated with the request is not in the 
process access list in the specified program descriptor block, and access is denied (Col. 14, lines 
33-37). For requests that contain a path, access will be granted to each top level directory in 
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which the corresponding program descriptor block contains the current process ID in it's process 
access list (Col. 14, lines 42-46), which meets the limitation of providing information relating to 
one or more remote locations where streaming software files are stored, receiving a request from 
a computer process for access to said streaming software files, determining if a trusted 
process/history of previous requests for access made by said computer process lacks a pre- 
determined pattern of piracy/critical section. All operations are handled by the FSD, which 
downloads, caches, decompresses, and decrypts the pieces of the program as needed (Col. 7, 
lines 47-49 & Col. 13, lines 41-59), which meets the limitation of if trusted process/history of 
previous requests of said computer process lacks a pre-determined pattern of piracy/critical 
section, then forwarding said request to a corresponding remote server that is responsible for 
serving said streaming software files. 

Referring to claim 45, Vinson discloses that requests for access to the program are 
examined to see if the current process ID associated with the request is not in the process access 
list in the specified program descriptor block, an access is denied (Col. 14, lines 33-37), which 
meets the limitation of using a filtering mechanism that is associated with the client for filtering 
requests for access to the streaming software files. 

Referring to claim 46, Vinson discloses that requests that contain a path, access will be 
granted to each top level directory in which the corresponding program descriptor block contains 
the current process ID in it's process access list (Col. 14, lines 42-46), which meets the limitation 
of providing information relating to one or more remote locations where streaming software files 
are stored. 
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Referring to claim 47, Vinson discloses that requests that contain a path, access will be 
granted to each top level directory in which the corresponding program descriptor block contains 
the current process ID in it's process access list (Col. 14, lines 42-46), which meets the limitation 
of providing information relating to one or more remote locations, including the server, where 
streaming software files are stored. Vinson discloses that the FSD is called via a dispatch routine, 
which indicates that the newly created process is to be given access to the target program 
specified by the index file (Col. 7, lines 28-31), which meets the limitation of using dispatch 
routines for examining a request for access to said streaming software files, after examining said 
request and if it is determined that a history of previous requests for access made by said 
originating process lacks a pre-determined pattern of piracy or that a section of said streaming 
software files that is being requested is a non-critical section, then forwarding said request to the 
server. 

Referring to claim 48, Vinson discloses that all file operations are handled by a client side 
FSD (Col. 3, lines 25-26), which meets the limitation of using a filtering mechanism on the client 
for filtering requests for access to streaming software files. Remotely located computer programs 
can be accessed on a local computer using a network file system that simulates a local drive on a 
client computer (Col. 1, lines 13-24 & Col. 2, lines 37-43), which meets the limitation of using a 
revealing mechanism to reveal to said client one or more remote locations, including the server, 
on which said requested streaming software files are stored. 

Conclusion 
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5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin E. Lanier whose telephone number is 571-272-3805. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:30am-5:00pm, F 7:30am-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Benjamin E. Lanier 





